lights the fact that there is no clear distinction between parents who misuse alcohol and those who drink less heavily. This implies that it is important to know how "moderate alcohol use in the presence of children" is defined by the general population, by parents and by those who are exposed to parents' alcohol use. The definition of moderation may have implications for policy as well as for those exposed to parents' drinking.
It has been suggested that what is perceived as "normal" or acceptable use of alcohol must be the platform from which harmful use of alcohol is understood (Rose, 1992 (Fjaer, Pedersen, von Soest, & Gray, 2016) or between countries (Nordlund & Østhus, 2008) and may change over time (Härkönen & Mäkelä, 2010; Nordlund, 2008) . However, few studies have researched what people perceive as normal and acceptable alcohol use in the presence of children. The two studies that we were able to identify both used survey data.
A study among university students in Norway and the UK showed that the acceptance of being drunk with children present was lower than for being drunk in the presence of family, relatives, friends or colleagues in both countries, and significantly lower in Norway than in the UK (Fjaer et al., 2016) . Raitasalo, Holmila, and Mäkelä (2011) found that 72% in a sample of adult Finns agreed with the statement "Alcohol should not be used at all in the presence of small children", while 95%
thought that "One should not get drunk in the presence of small children". However,
Introduction
Parents are warned about the possible negative consequences of drinking in the presence of their children, both by health authorities and interest organisations, and are advised to drink moderately when their children are present. Nevertheless, it has been estimated that between 50,000-150,000 children in Norway -that is, 5-14% -live with parents who are problem drinkers (Rossow, Moan & Natvig, 2009; Torvik & Rognmo, 2011) . Similar proportions have been reported in other countries, including the United Kingdom (Manning, Best, Faulkner & Titherington, 2009 ) and Finland (see Raitasalo, Holmila, & Mäkelä, 2011) . In addition, school surveys among Norwegian adolescents indicate that they often see their parents drink alcohol, and a fairly high proportion (43-48 %) report that they have seen one or both parents drunk (Rossow et al., 2009; Storvoll & Pape, 2007) .
Two studies using data from general population surveys have addressed the possible negative consequences for adolescents of seeing their parents intoxicated by alcohol (Rossow & Moan, 2012; Rossow et al., 2009) . The likelihood of reporting problems such as violence, poor mental health, and suicide thoughts and attempts was greater among adolescents who reported frequently having seen their parents' drinking to intoxication. However, there were also adolescents who reported seeing their parents intoxicated once or a few times who experienced similar problems. These studies illustrate that the negative consequences experienced by adolescents can be ascribed a larger group of alcohol consumers than the small group of heavy drinkers. This study also high-nearly forty percent of the respondents (38%) agreed with the statement "If somebody in the company is sober and takes care of the children, one can get drunk". Thus, the results revealed a discrepancy in attitudes. While nearly all respondents stated that being drunk in the presence of children was unacceptable, a large fraction thought it was acceptable under certain conditions. Attitudes towards drinking in the presence of children can vary across subgroups of the population, for example across gender and age (Raitasalo et al., 2011) , and they may also vary depending on whether it is the mother or father who is drinking. Tolerance for fathers' drinking may be greater, since men in general consume more alcohol than women do (Wilsnack & Wilsnack, 1997; Østhus, Bye, & Storvoll, 2011) . However, alcohol is more likely to facilitate aggressive behaviour among men than women (Nolen-Hoeksema, 2004) . Attitudes may also differ based on experience and involvement in the situation, for example if one is a parent or not. Finally, they may depend on which consequences of parents' drinking are perceived and considered to be important. While survey studies measure evaluations of predefined consequences, other aspects can be equally important.
The complexity of evaluations of parents' drinking with children present implies that there is a need for research that enables descriptions of people's attitudes at a population level, under specific conditions. There is also a need for studies that explore which consequences people are concerned about, what they emphasise in their evaluations and how they justify their opinion. To our knowledge, no previous studies have combined survey data and qualitative focus group data to address parents' drinking with children present.
Aims of the study
In this study, we aimed to examine perceptions of parents' drinking in the presence of their children in a population sample and in a sample of parents and teenagers, and to identify when drinking in the presence of children was perceived as problematic and when it was accepted. We were also interested in the reasoning underlying these perceptions, and which positive and negative consequences of parents' drinking parents and teenagers emphasised in reasoning for their opinions.
A mixed method approach applying survey data (Study 1) and data from focus group interviews (Study 2) was used to explore these issues. In Study 1, population data were analysed addressing attitudes towards parents' drinking in the presence of children, how attitudes varied according to frequency of drinking and amount of alcohol consumed (visible signs of intoxication) and whether the attitudes differed with respect to mothers' and fathers' drinking in the presence of their children.
Finally, we examined whether attitudes varied across age groups and gender. In Study 2, we analysed how parents and teenagers perceived parents' drinking in the presence of children. In addition, we explored the reasoning underlying their opinions and which positive and negative consequences of parents' drinking the participants emphasised. In the mixed methods analysis, we explored similarities and differences between the results from Study 1 and Study 2, and how the results from one study could extend upon the other.
Methods
This study employed a convergent mixed method design (Creswell & Clark, 2011) .
Survey data (Study 1) and focus group interview data (Study 2) were collected and analysed separately, and the results were merged at the point of elevated analysis in the discussion. Based on the responses, each respondent was given a mean score ranging from 1-4.
Cronbach's Alpha was 0.85 for both questions about fathers' and mothers' drinking, indicating a satisfactory level of internal consistency (Nunnally, 1978) . The higher the mean score, the more problematic the respondents evaluated the parents' drinking to be in the presence of their child. (1) = 3.331, n.s.). First, we described the respondents' attitudes towards parents' drinking in the presence of their children.
We described both the proportions that judged each drinking situation as unproblematic/problematic and presented mean scores for each statement. Second, we tested whether the attitudes varied according to the respondents' gender and age. The as-sociations were examined using ANOVA.
All analyses were conducted in SPSS version 22. drinking with children present. We recruited parents and teenagers as participants to represent the parties involved in the different situations explored, both as drinkers and those exposed to others' drinking.
A sample of younger children might have been more ideal to research perceptions of parents' drinking with children present, but teenagers are also exposed to and can be affected by parents' drinking (Rossow et al., 2009 ). We recruited students and parents from the same four schools, but did not aim to interview parent/child pairs.
In the adult groups, the participants were chosen from among parents with children in grade 10. The participants in the adolescent groups were chosen by a combination of volunteering and suggestions from teachers, who were asked to recruit students who were talkative and interested in participating in a discussion group.
The participating classes in each school received a reimbursement to use for social events like school excursions, etc.
Interview guide and stimuli material
A semi-structured interview guide was used to moderate the group discussion.
The interviews lasted from 60 to 90 minutes and were audio-recorded and transcribed.
We used photographs and stories of drinking situations as stimuli for the discussions. In this paper, we analyse the in- (Demant & Törrönen, 2011) . In the focus groups, the participants largely agreed on the interpretation of the stimuli presented to them, but often disagreed on the evaluation. In the moderation of the groups, we aimed to follow up all statements that opposed others or highlighted new perspectives. Our overall impression was that disagreements provided dynamics to the discussion and stimulated more elaborated reasoning for arguments, as the participants had to argue more in order to explain why they thought as they did.
Analysis
The analysis was performed systematically (Silverman, 2010) , beginning with several rounds of transcript reading followed by thematic coding using the HyperResearch (HR 3.5.2) software for qualitative data analysis. Reports of coding frequency were used to get a first overview of the findings.
The process of analysis continued with close reading of the thematic reports, aiming to synthesise the codes into overarching themes. We looked for agreement and disagreement within and between groups, and the language used to argue for the views stated. We looked also for how the Story: Provocative drinking situation.
A mother and father and their children aged 7 and 10 years are on holiday in the Canary Islands. They have planned to spend the whole day on the beach. Right now they are having a lunch break at the beach bar, and the parents have shared a bottle of wine. The children have finished their meal and want to go to the beach for a swim. Then the mother says "Shouldn't we order another bottle of wine, after all it is holiday" … participants responded to others' views and analysed the dynamics of the group discussions (Kitzinger, 1994) .
Citations are marked with the speaker's gender and with group number (S (students) 1-4), P (parents) 1-4).
Mixed method analysis
The merged analysis was done by comparing, contrasting and synthesising the find- 
Results

Study 1
Attitudes towards parents' drinking in the presence of their children somewhere in between. In general, the more frequently the parents were drinking in the presence of children, the more restrictive were the attitudes expressed.
Moreover, the greater the amount of alcohol consumed in each drinking situation, the more restrictive the attitudes. There was little variation between the samples that were asked about fathers' or mothers' drinking in the presence of their children. Scale: 1-4, where 1 is completely unproblematic and 4 is very problematic. These statements come from the questionnaire about a father's drinking with a child present. The statements about a mother's drinking with a child present were identical. "Gets slightly intoxicated" was defined in the questionnaire as "gets more talkative and lively than he usually is". "Gets clearly intoxicated was defined in the questionnaire as "speaks unclearly and walks unsteadily". years while it was 2.77 among those aged 60-69).
Overall, the survey data showed acceptance of parents' moderate drinking in the presence of children, while heavy and/or frequent drinking was not accepted.
Study 2
As in the survey data, the overall impression from the analysis of the focus group data was that parents' drinking in the presence of children was seldom regarded as problematic in itself. The participants talked about moderation as a core value, but definitions of moderation varied, and In this discussion, the parental responsibility was phrased not only as directed towards the children, but towards the unity of the family and also towards the parents themselves.
In another group one of the participants In sum, this study showed that while potential negative consequences were most often raised -such as putting children's safety at risk or not taking responsibility for the unity of the family -the group discussions also emphasised some positive consequences.
Discussion
The survey data and the data from the focus group interviews both showed that parents' drinking in the presence of chil- harmful (Slovic, 2000) .
Methodological considerations and suggestions for future research
Ours is one of few studies addressing attitudes towards parents' drinking in the presence of children, and extends previous research by applying a mixed method approach using both survey data and data from focus group interviews. However, some limitations warrant attention. 
